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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

Upon review of Applicants' appeal by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences ("Board"), the Board determined that the instant 
appeal brief is deficient because in the "Summary of Claimed Subject Matter" the pending independent claims are not mapped to the 
specification as described in 37 CFR §41 .37(c)(l)(v)(2005). Upon a new review of the IDS submitted on September 27, 1999 it was 
determined that Soviet Union Abstract No. 628930 has not been provided, as it is not available in the IFW (Image File Wrapper). If 
Applicants' would like this non-patent literature reference considered on the official record, it is respectfully requested that Applicants 
resubmit Soviet Union Abstract No. 628930. 
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Acevedo, Ph. D. 
Patent Examiner, TC 1600, 
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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

1. ^ The Notice of A ppeal filed on 17 March 2006 is not acceptable because:. S^C f°^jft ^ • 

(a) □ it was not timely filed. 

(b) □ the statutory fee for filing the appeal was not submitted. See 37 CFR 41.20(b)(1). 

(c) □ the appeal fee received on was not timely filed. 

(d) □ the submitted fee of $ is insufficient. The appeal fee required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(1) is $ . 

(e) □ the appeal is not in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31(a)(1) in that no claim has been twice rejected. 

(f) □ a Notice of Allowability, PTO-37, was mailed by the Office on . 

2. □ The appeal brief filed on is NOT acceptable for the reason(s) indicated below: 

(a) □ the brief and/or brief fee is untimely. See 37 CFR 41.37(a). 

(b) □ the statutory fee for filing the brief has not been submitted. See 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2). 

(c) □ the submitted brief fee of $ is insufficient. The brief fee required by 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(2) is $ . 

The appeal in this application will be dismissed unless corrective action is taken to timely submit the 
brief and requisite fee. See 37 CFR 41.37(a)(1). Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
See 37 CFR 41 .37(e). 

3. □ The appeal in this application is DISMISSED because: 

(a) □ the statutory fee for filing the brief as required under 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(2) was not timely submitted and the 

period for obtaining an extension of time to file the brief under 37 CFR 1.136(a) has expired. 

(b) □ the brief was not timely filed and the period for obtaining an extension of time to file the brief under 37 

CFR 1.136(a) has expired. 

(c) □ a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed on . 

(d) □ other: ._ 

4. □ Because of the dismissal of the appeal, this application: 

(a) □ is abandoned because there are no allowed claims. 

(b) □ is before the examiner for final disposition because it contains allowed claims. Prosecution 

on the merits remains CLOSED. 

(c) □ is before the examiner for consideration. 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Communication Re: Appeal 



Part of Paper No. 20060921 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-461 ) Application No. 

Upon review of Applicants' appeal by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences ("Board"), the Board determined that the 
instant appeal brief is deficient because in the "Summary of Claimed Subject Matter" the pending independent claims are not 
mapped to the specification as described in 37 CFR §41.37(c)(1)(v)(2005). 
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